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Abstract

D i usion ofelectrons In three din ensional disordered system s is investigated

num erically for all the three universality classes, nam ely, orthogonal, uniary
and sym plectic ensem bles. T he second m om ent of the w ave padket < r? ) >
at the Anderson transition is shown to behave as t% (@ 2=3). From the
tem poral autocorrelation fiinction C (t), the fractaldin ension D , is deduced,
which is aln ost half the value of space dim ension for all the universality
classes.

M etabinsulator transitions are one of the m ost extensively investigated sub fcts In con—
densed m atter physics. E specially interesting is the quantum phase transition, where the
transition is driven by changing the param eter of quantum system s instead of tem perature.
The Anderson transition fIl] is a typicalexam ple, w here extended electronic states becom e
Jocalized w ith the increase of disorder.

M uch e ort hasbeen devoted to clarify the A nderson transition, both experim entally and
theoretically. In the m etallic regin e w here the electronic states are extended, the transition
is de ned by the vanishing conductivity as the strength of disorder W is ncreased. It is

characterized by the critical exponent s as
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with W . the critical disorder. In the Insulating regin e where the states are localized, it is

m ost clearly seen by the divergence of the localization length 1. as

e W We) @)

From the one param eter scaling theory, EE] the exponent is related to s by the W egner’s

scaling law, {]
s= @ 2); 3)

d being the dim ensionality of the system , and once  is detem ined, we can predict the
behavior of the conductivity near the A nderson transition.

The behaviors of the localization length and the conductivity are conectured to be
universal, ie., doesnot depend on the detail of the system . They are determm ned only by
the basic sym m etry ofthe system under the operation oftin e reversalor spin rotation. [§/]
System sw ith tin e reversaland soin rotation sym m etry are called orthogonalensemble, whilke
those w ith only tin e reversal sym m etry are called sym plectic ensamble. System s w ithout
tin e reversal sym m etry are unitary ensemble.

The value of hasbeen calculated for three dim ensional system by using the nite-size
scaling argum ent. It isestinated to be 14 0: for orthogonalensemble, B113 02 for
uniary enssmble, B{Ld] and again 13 02 for symplectic ensemble. (]3] These facts
iIndicate that the critical behavior of conductivity aswell as the localization length doesnot
depend signi cantly on the sym m etry of the system .

O n the other hand, recent analyses on the energy level statistics at the A nderson transi-
tion show that the level statistics do depend on the sym m etry ofthe system , though they are
independent of system size orm odel. [L]{R]] T his universalbehavior is related to the scake
Invariance at the transition, where eigenfunctions show fractal structure. Peculiar behavior
Just at the transition is now attracting a lot of attention.

In this paper, we num erically discuss electron di usion at the Anderson transition in

three-din ensional (3D ) disordered system s. The di usion coe cient becom es size dependent



at the transition, which Jeads to the increase of the m ean square di usion length < r? @) >
as t wih the exponent a < 1. P3] The retum probability also decreases as power law,

re ecting the fractal structure of the wave function. B324]

F irst we discuss the behavior of < r?(t) > . As in the percolation theory, B3] ket us

assum e the scaling form
<rf@>=cti'f W, w)t? : @)

In them etallic regin e, < r? (t) > increases as 2dD twhere D is the di usion constant. It is
related to the conductivity from the E lnstein relation, and behavesas W . W )°. T herefore,
f x) should be proportional to x° in the lin it of Jarge x.

In the Insulating regin e, the wave packet ceases to di use ifthe di usion radiisbecom es
the order of localization length. Therefore we have < r? (t) > 2 W. W)? and

f (x) isproportionalto ( x) ? when x islarge enough. From this argum ent, we have

ki+ sk, =13
o)
ki 2k =20;
and consequently
k, = 2 ky, = ! (6)
s+ 2" TP sy 2
U sing the scaling relation s= (d 2) , we have
2 1
kg = a; ky = d_: (7)
W e therefore expect
< ri@e> =, @®)

at the Anderson transition W = W ).
At the transition, the wave function has fractal structure. In this situation, ifthe radius
of the wave packet is r, the retum probability P (t) is proportionalto r P2. From @), we

have
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From the behavior of P (t), we can detemm Ine the fractal dimnension D ,. This intuiive
argum ent agrees w ith the m ore detailed analysis of the scaling behavior of the dynam ical

diusion coe cient D (g;!). B3 ,44]

In the actual sin ulation, we have adopted tight binding H am iltonian

X X
H = Vi; 5 OC&iC- Cy ot W lC%: G 7 10)

<igr ;O i
where i; j denote the lattice site, and  ; the spin. Ih the orthogonalcase, Vi, 4, 0= V o is
realwhile Vy; 5, 0 sV exp (i 3;5) ; owith ;5 the Pelerlsphase factor in the unitary case. In

both cases, no sopin I process is ncluded. In the sym plectic case, the hopping is described

by

Vi, 0o=VeEp(1i «)];o; k= %;9;2; 11)

where y’sarePaulim atrices. [[J2§]W e have assum ed the sin ple cubic structure w ith the
lattice constant taken to be unity. O nly the nearest neighbor coupling is assum ed. T he site—
diagonalpotentials W ; are assum ed to be distributed Independently, and their distribution
is taken to be uniform in the range [ W =2;W =2].

Instead of diagonalizing the systam directly, we solve num erically the tin e-dependent
Schrodinger equations. P72§]1W e evaluate the tin e-evolution operatorU (t) = exp ( H t=h)
by using the decom position formula for exponential operators. 4] T he n-th order decom -

position U, satis es the condition

U(D=U,(+0(Eh: (12)

W e have adopted the sam e forth-order decom position, as in the previous papers, B724]

given by

Ug= Uz ( pt=h)U, (10 2p)t=h)U; ( Ppt=h) 13)



w ith

U2 (X) exH 1=2 XH(é1:ZeXquXHq 1=2 xH ]e:2;
Q— 1 oy .
whereH = H, + BEnd p= @ 3) *. The decom position ism ade so that each
Ham iltonian H; A= 1; ;) should consist of com m uting tem s.

The actual sinulations have been done In systems with 59 59 59 lattice sites for
orthogonal and uniary ensambles, whilke 69 69 69 Jattice sites are used to discuss the
sym plectic case. In each case, average over 10 iIndependent realizations of random potentials
has been perform ed. The initial wave packet is build by diagonalizing a spherical system
with radiusR = 3 located at the center ofthe whole system . W e use the wave packet whose
energy is closest to the band center.

T o discuss the properties at the vicinity of the transition, we have setW = W .= 165V
for orthogonal case. ] In the unitary case we assum e that the m agnetic eld is parallel
to the z-direction, and the m agnetic ux penetrating the x-y plane unit cell is set to be
01 times the ux quantum . The resulting critical disorder isW = W . = 178V . @] For
the symplectic enssmble, we have sst = =61 [1]1) and W is again set to the critical
valuie W .= 190V . [[]]] The tin e step is chosen tobe t= 02h=V; where V; is the hopping
am plitude w ithout spin  ip process.

W e rst discuss the critical behavior of the second m om ent of the wave packet < r? (t) >

de ned as
<rf>. <t¥r’t> < tki>? <tyr>? < tgi>?; 14)

where £ > denotesthe stateattinet. In Fig. 1, we plot it as the function oftin e tV=h for
the three universality classes. T he solid line corresoonds to the orthogonal case, the broken
line to the uniary, and the dotted line to the sym plectic one. T he standard deviations w ith
resoect to 10 realizations of random potentialcon gurationsare typically lessthan 5% . From

these behavior, < r? (t) > . isestin ated to ncrease ast?, with a= 0:67 002 fororthogonal
case, 066 002 Prunitary cassand 0:69 0:02 for sym plectic case. T he excellent agreem ent

ofa wih 2=d= 2=3 con m s the scaling orm @) and the scaling relation s= d  2)



[Fig. 1]

Now we discuss the retum probability. In Fig2, we plot the tem poral autocorrelation
function BJ]C (t) de ned by the overlap function between the initial state and the state at

tinetas

Z Z

t t
C () dt i< P> F= dt? ): 15)
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Average of IogC (t) over 10 random potential con gurations has been perform ed, and the
standard deviation is indicated for orthogonal case (the standard deviations for the other
cases are not shown but they are alm ost the same). From the asym ptotic behavior, we
estin ate the fractaldimension D, as 155 02 for orthogonal, 17 02 for unitary and
16 02 for symplectic case. In the case of orthogonalensamble, the value 155 02 agrees
w ith the results obtained previously by the direct diagonalization. P4[3][33]10 urnew resuls
for unitary and sym plectic cases show that the fractal dim ensionality D , does not depend

strongly on the symm etry. The results are summ arized in Tablk T.
[Fig. 2]

In conclusion, we have studied the di usion of electron in 3D disordered system s at
the Anderson transition by num erically solving the Schrodinger equation. The anom alous
diusion r?() > has been clearly observed, which is expected from the scaling form
@) and the scaling relation s = (d 2) :The fractal dim ensionality D, is also estim ated.
For all three universality classes, D, is aln ost half the space dim ension. It is interesting
to note that the values D , for two dim ensional A nderson transitions, nam ely the quantum
Halland sym pkctic system s, are aln ost the same aswell (162 002 for the form er B334]
and 166 005 for the Jatter. P§[35]). A s discussed by Brandes et al, P434] the fractal
properties are re ected in the tem perature dependence of the nelastic scattering tine i,
at the Anderson transition In relatively high tem permture. Our resuls for unitary and
sym plectic cases Indicate that alm ost the sam e tem perature dependencies are observed in

all 3D A nderson transitions.



F inally, ket us discuss the tam perature dependence of the conductiviy at the transition.
By the anom alous di usion, the relation between the inelastic scattering length 1, and the

Inelastic scattering tin e ism odi ed to be

b/ g (16)
Then the e ective di usion constant D o ocbserved at nite tem peratures is
2
D, = a7
in
leading to jnl=3 .Atsu ciently ow tem perature, jnl isproportionalto the tem perature

T . Experin entally observed T'=® behavior of the conductivity at the transition is thus
consistent w ith the present scaling argum ent using the scaling relation s= d 2) . kis
recently suggested [37] that the scaling relation ism odi ed In the interacting system where
A nderson-M ott transition occurs. Carefiil Investigation of the tem perature dependence of

the conductivity at the transition w ill clarify the nature of the transition.
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TABLES

TABLE I. Summ ary ofthe exponent a and the fractaldin ensionality D , for three universality

classes.

orthogonal uniary sym plectic
a 067 02 066 02 069 02
D, 15 02 17 02 16 02

Figure captions

Fig. 1: The growth of the second m om ent < r? (t) > . of the wave packet. T he solid line
corresoonds to the orthogonal case, the broken line to the unitary and the dotted line to the

sym plectic one. In large t regin e, £2=° behavior is clearly seen.

Fig. 2: The tin edependence of the auto-correlation function C (t) . The bars around
the data for orthogonal case indicate the standard deviation w ith respect to 10 realizations
of random potentialcon gurations. They are alm ost the sam e for alluniversality classes, so

only those for the orthogonal case are shown for sin plicity.
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Fig.2 Ohtsuki and Kawarabayashi
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